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Program on Kaua‘i. This would be a program that would allow low-income households to
properly dispose of vehicles. For example, for vehicles that are completely broken down on
their property, the car needs to be towed, and the people do not have the means to tow them.
The program is budgeted to process approximately four hundred (400) vehicles per year, and
properly dispose them at Puhi Metals Recycling Facility. Hopefully this will impact KPD’s
program ,which also hauls five hundred fifty (550) vehicles from public roadways every year.

Councilmember Kuali‘i: This program is managed by you, and how does
the public access this?

Ms. Fraley: We have not started it yet. We need approval.
Councilmember Kuali‘i: Yes, moving forward, what is the plan?
Ms. Fraley: I believe the Solid Waste Division would manage

this program. That is my understanding, my colleague Keola Aki has been the Mayor’s
Abandoned Vehicle Taskforce and wrote up the program. It is my understanding that we
would manage it, we would promote the program, do it for a certain amount of time, and if
you need more details, we can provide that in writing.

Councilmember Kualii: Yes, please. Thank you.

Ms. Fraley: Okay.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Cowden.

Councilmember Cowden: I have a follow-up. I asked this before, but it is my

understanding that our interisland shipping is getting expensive. The purchase of the
carefully crushed vehicles...shoutout to Puhi Metals Recycling Facility for doing a good job,
and they are great partners. Is the County going to have to contribute more? What is going
on with that? At some point, is the cost going up? Is there a plan and can you give us an
overview?

Ms. Fraley: Yes. We had discussions with Puhi Metals
Recycling Facility. That is one of the contracts that is impacted by the shipping increase.
When we negotiated the contract with them several years ago, for a very long term being that
it is a ten-year contract, shipping costs are very different and so is the metals market. We
have been in discussion with Puhi Metals Recycling Facility regarding justification for cost
increase. They are telling us the cost is higher, but we need ample justification to be able to
provide that information to Council for approval. We did not get it before budget came up,
so we do not have that. I can tell you for the tire recycling program, you may notice that the
price increased from last year because of the shipping costs. It is affecting the recycling
programs, but it is affecting the metal recycling more.

Councilmember Cowden: I have been noticing new vehicles driving around
on the road. I have not seen numbers that car sales are up, but it looks like it is. Have you
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noticed that? When I look at these vehicles, I think to myself that these vehicles are big,
what are we going to do with all of them? I look at the new vehicles when they arrive,
eventually they might end up abandoned on the side of the road.

Ms. Fraley: I have not heard much of that from our contractor,

but I agree. If the vehicles are bigger, it is obvious the cost to dispose them is going to
increase.

Councilmember Cowden: Are we looking at vehicle sales? Are we looking
holistically at this problem? How many rental cars will be coming to the island and how
many new vehicles are being sold? If we are thinking about the future if we have a purchase
cost for these disposals...we need to know. If they are arriving here, somehow they have to
go away. Even if the cars are crushed, what are we doing with them?

Ms. Fraley: As T said, the Mayor had an Abandoned Vehicle
Taskforce. That may have been something that they have been working on. I can check with
them to see if I better answer to your question.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay, thank you.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions from the
Members on recycling? Councilmember DeCosta.

Councilmember DeCosta: I am not sure if you are able to answer this
question, Allison, Mr. Tresler might have to answer this. That was an inside joke. There are
a lot of abandoned vehicles, car parts, rear ends, tires, rims, et cetera. It seems that it is not
on County roads or County property and it is on private or State property. It seems as if
people slide it onto County property, and all of a sudden the County is responsible for picking
it up and taking it to Puhi Metals Recycling Facility. Is the amount of $120,000 where it says
Residential Vehicle Pick-Up Program, would that qualify for someone who has some kind of
land who pushes the vehicle(s) onto County road? Is that what this money is used for?

Ms. Fraley: My understanding is that it is for low-income
houses. In my neighborhood, there are people who have a lot of cars in their yard, and they
never get rid of them. My understanding is that it is for the people who do not have any other
way to get vehicles off their own property. This fund would take care of that and not
something that is on the roadway, which is what our Abandoned Vehicle Program is for.

Councilmember DeCosta: Do we have a price of what the County charges?

For example, large landowners or State that have abandoned vehicles that needs to go to the
County facility.

Ms. Fraley: They are charged $60 a vehicle to do the
paperwork to process the disposal.
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Councilmember DeCosta: What about the scrap metal that comes off the
vehicle, but does not have a Vehicle Identification Number (VIN) or any current registration?
Is there a price for that? How is that taken out of County areas?

Ms. Fraley: There is a fee schedule at Puhi Metals Recycling
Facility charges commercial pricing for metal, and for residents it is free disposal. I am able
to pull up the price chart while we are talking, it is on the Kaua‘i.gov webpage.

Councilmember DeCosta: You can send it to me later, you do not have to pull
‘it up now.

Ms. Fraley: Okay. There is a chart, and I can provide you the
price schedule.

Councilmember DeCosta: Okay. Thank you, Allison.

Ms. Fraley: Sure, of course.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions? My plan is to

finish this, we will take a lunch break, and come back for CIP. Are there any final questions
on recycling? If not, we will take our lunch break, we will be back in one (1) hour, and we
will finish up with Public Works CIP.

There being no objections, the Committee recessed at 12:44 p.m.
The meeting was called back to order at 1:51 p.m., and proceeded as follows:

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Welcome back. Next up, we have the Department
of Public Works, Capital Improvement Projects (CIP) budget. I am going to suggest that we
use the sheets that were provided to us. If you look towards the middle of it at the top, it lists
each Department/Division. We are going through all of the Divisions of the Department of
Public Works. We will start with Auto Maintenance. Is Wade online?

Councilmember Cowden: Where does it say that?
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Auto Maintenance projects on the top of the sheet.

Auto Maintenance only has three (3) projects. Two (2) of them are already completed. Are
there any questions for the Auto Maintenance projects? One project is on-hold.

Councilmember Cowden: Is that the middle project?
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Fuel Tanks-Hanapéepé. Council Vice Chair Chock.
Councilmember Chock: The Auto Shop improvements was a multi-year

project that was supposed to look at the lack of space. That has been a big issue. As we
continue to grow, has the status of the need been addressed? Or are we still overcapacity in
terms of space and operational need?
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Mr. Tanigawa: The Auto Shop is crowded. They are able to digest
the workload right now. Our fleet has already grown. If it continues to grow, then we are
going to have to look at other ways to meet the space needs. At least for the upcoming year,
we are going to be okay. This is something that once our new Shop Superintendent can fully

assess everything, then we can come back to the Council to discuss the space needs in more
detail.

Councilmember Chock: I realize that this is not the year to ask for any
master plan. My understanding is that we had a master plan in terms of need. I cannot

recall what that amount was. It would be good for us to keep an eye out on what that target
is.

Mr. Tanigawa: We will look into that. If you would like to include
that in the written questions, we would be happy to respond to that.
Councilmember Chock: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Cowden, then Councilmember
DeCosta.
Councilmember Cowden: I am looking at the next page.
- Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Let us finish Auto Maintenance first, then we will

move on to the next page. Are there any further questions for Auto Maintenance? If not, we

will go to the Building Division projects. Councilmember Cowden, then Councilmember
DeCosta.

Councilmember Cowden: When 1 see Helicopter Hangar and KFD
Helicopter Hangar Pad, those are basically the same project, correct? That is down near
Nawiliwili or the Niumalu area? Where is this Honsador location?

Mzr. Tanigawa: Honsador is near Kapule Highway when you take
the turnoff across from the Vidinha Stadium entrance, that is where the Honsador site is.
You go through the entrance and down the road about a mile or so. That site is currently
being looked at as the primary location for the new helicopter operations. There is some

planning that is taking place. That budget is to the hangar and site improvements so the
system is anchored properly.

Councilmember Cowden: When do you think that will be done?

Mr. Tanigawa: I do not have the timeframe on that. That is
something that is being developed with the planning work being done.

Councilmember Cowden: The police training building and the Kapa‘a Police
Station. That is going to be up high near Mahelona and where they do the boxing near the
hospital? Is that correct?

Mr. Tanigawa: I believe for that development, either Keith or
Wade could provide a little more detail. :

Councilmember Cowden: Yes, please, provide more detail.
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WADE LORD, CIP Manager (via remote technology): I am sorry, what was the
question again?

Councilmember Cowden: We have the Kapa‘a Police Station, that is the one
at the Mahelona Hospital area. For two hundred sixty-five thousand dollars ($265,000) we
are just doing the design, is that correct.

Mr. Lord: That is correct.

Councilmember Cowden: Have we received approval for that land? It is
State land correct? Did they say we could have it?

Mr. Lord: We are working with the Hawai‘i Health Systems
Corporation (HHSC) right now.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember DeCosta.

Councilmember DeCosta: With the Adolescent Treatment Center, we have

an appropriation balance of twenty-six thousand five hundred ninety-nine dollars ($26,599)
and the second one was nineteen thousand nine hundred ninety-five dollars ($19,995), that
was just to finish off the completed project, is that correct?

Mr. Lord: That is correct.

Councilmember DeCosta: We will owe no additional moneys...that project
will be paid off, is that correct?

Mr. Lord: That is correct.
Councilmember DeCosta: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any additional questions on this page?

I have a follow-up question on the Helicopter Hangar Pad. Is it a certainty that we are going
to move the helicopter to the Honsador site? How much money have we spent previously on
putting it at the airport?

Mzr. Lord: I will have to get back to you on how much has
been spent to-date. The current plan is to try and locate it at the Honsador site. We feel that
we could do it cheaper, but there are questions that have to be addressed between our
Building Chief and the manufacturer regarding structural engineering design and meeting
current codes. There has been a change in the codes since the hangar structure was acquired.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Will there be any challenges with the airport with
putting a helicopter hangar pad near the airport, but not on airport lands?

Mzr. Lord: Not that we are aware of.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Carvalho.
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Councilmember Carvalho: The Kapa‘a Police Substation up at the Mahelona
property. We talked about that for a while. There is also a training facility that I hope will
remain there. That includes the Ocean Safety team. The current location at the Kapa‘a
Stadium, will all be relocated up there. I think that is a great opportunity and it would be
great to see this project move forward. There has been a lot of discussion regarding that.
The KPD Training Building-KPAL, that is another one right out here that is going to help
with youth athletics. I just wanted to follow-up on that project.

Mr. Lord: Doug is working with the Police Department
leadership and an engineering firm for the design on that. They did a space utilization study
to try to understand the needs of that campus complex. Originally, the complex did not
foresee having the Office of the Prosecuting Attorney in that building. With the addition of
the Office of the Prosecuting Attorney, it became tight. What they were looking at was how
to best utilize the campus and fit all the pieces together. There was a meeting earlier this
month with the design firm and they have some preliminary recommendations. Doug asked
them to go back and price them in phases. Putting the training facility towards the current

area towards the end of the site which is now the end of the parking lot and empty water
detention area.

Councilmember Carvalho: I just wanted clarification on that project and the
location. Thank you.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any additional questions on this page?
If not, we can move to the next page. There are only two (2) additional projects for the
Building Division. These projects have already been completed, or have moneys that would

move elsewhere. Let us move on to the Engineering and Roads projects. Does anyone have
any questions?

Councilmember Cowden: I just need a minute to look at it again.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Council Vice Chair Chock.
Councilmember Chock: ‘Ahlomanu Road. 1 know that it has been an

ongoing challenge. My concern has always been the rising sea level, the integrity of this
particular road, and what we continue to invest in. I also recall that moving it more mauka
was not an option for us because of costs. What do we expect to gain out of repairing this
road with the seawall, if what we are experiencing and what we know about the seawall
degrading the rest of the shoreline? It is similar to the bike path that we are currently talking
about. It seems counterintuitive. I was just wondering if you might have a response to that.

Mr. Lord: Maybe Michael Moule can speak to the more
technical side of that as I cannot. Michael Moule, are you available?

MICHAEL MOULE, Chief of Engineering (via remote technology): Yes, I am
here. Was that the Niumalu Bridge project?

Councilmember Chock: ‘Aliomanu Road in Anahola.

Mzr. Moule: ‘Aliomanu Road, okay. Sorry, I heard Niumalu
and I heard seawall and I got confused. I got it. It is an issue that it is right along the
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shoreline. The design of that particular project is such that it is a sloped revetment rather
than a seawall that is being built. The idea being that that will have less impact on the
nearby areas because rather than reflecting the waves, it absorbs it somewhat. We are aware
that this is an issue. This project is not fully funded in this CIP budget at this time. I am
seeing a small amount. It is a project that we want to keep moving on because we have gone
through a process of alternatives to provide access to the residents in that area. The
alternatives are pretty challenging. Going mauka, we enter DHHL properties. It is not
something that was...the last time we had public meetings about this a few weeks ago, DHHL
and residents within those properties did not want to see that road connected somewhere
else or realigned mauka into those areas.

Councilmember Chock: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Cowden.
Councilmember Cowden: The Complete Streets Safety Improvements,

would that include the Safe Routes to School in Hanama‘ulu. There was an issue about a
child getting hit on her way to the bus. That was several years ago. We were trying to
address that. Did that get completed? I do not think so.

Mr. Moule: No, there has been no specific improvements in
that particular location. We do have a Safe Routes to School project for King Kaumuali‘i
Elementary School, but that is not what is listed here. That is a federally funded project that
is actually about to have funds obligated for it. Construction would likely start later this
year. That is not that particular location nor is it the project that you see listed here on this
list.

Councilmember Cowden: What is the project listed here. It says, “Funding
used as opportunities arise.”

Mzr. Moule: These are CIP funds that have been sitting there
for a while. We use this to do small improvements like minor crosswalk improvements when
those needs arise. The amount is relatively small. That is down from what it used to be. We
have been using those funds throughout the years.

Councilmember Cowden: On that Hanama‘ulu one, there are some federal
funds, and those people will eventually get what they were asking for right there?

Mr. Moule: The federal funds do not address the location
where that crash occurred a couple of years ago.

Councilmember Cowden: So, we do not have a plan for them?

Mr. Moule: We do not have a project planned for that

particular location. We do not believe that particular crash was indicative of anything
significant or special about that location versus other similar locations in the neighborhood.
It is not that close to the school.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Kuali‘i.
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Councilmember Kuali‘i: I am not sure what order these are listed in, but
the bridge in Anahola near the beach park, that is out of commission now, correct? It was

inspected and was determined to be unsafe. Would that be something that would be included
here?

Mr. Moule: Most of the bridge repair projects are being funded
by the G.E. Tax Fund funds. Those were the ones that appeared due to recent inspections. I
believe that also includes the Anahola bridge project. That would not show up in the CIP.

Councilmember Kuali‘i: Okay.

Mr. Moule: Perhaps Mike Tresler or Wade could confirm that.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Cowden, then Councilmember
Carvalho.

Councilmember Cowden: Where is the Twin Reservoirs road?

Mr. Moule: Twin Reservoirs is not a road. It is a pair of

reservoirs that is located near Olohena Road, Waipouli Road, and Hauiki Road. That effort
is an ongoing effort to eventually decommission that reservoir. The only reason the County
is involved in that one along with several of the reservoirs in the Wailua or Kapahi areas is
because the road in the area is the dam. These were all built by sugar cane companies a long
time ago. We own a part of the reservoir because we own the road. Twin Reservoirs is among
them. We are among seven (7) owners of those reservoirs. We are working with those owners
and a consultant to develop a project to eventually decommission those reservoirs. We want
to breach them so that they cannot hold water anymore. They have been drained for at least
ten (10) years not long after the 2006 disaster at Ka Loko. The Ka Loko Reservoir was the
one that was breached, as you all remember. Since that time, many reservoirs have been
drained and they are not used. This includes all of the ones that the County is involved in
where we have roads that create dams. We are working on those to decommission them.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay, I know exactly where you are talking about
now.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Carvalho.

Councilmember Carvalho: The $192,000 you repackaged that project? This
is for Olohena Road Phase I and Kawaihau Road.

Mr. Moule: I am sorry, which one was that?

Councilmember Carvalho: One hundred ninety-two thousand four hundred

thirty-two dollars ($192,432), Collector Roads Improvements. You repackaged that for the
two (2) projects, Olohena Road Phase I and Kawaihau Road. Is that the “peanutabout’ or
the roundabout on Kawaihau and of course Olohena Road Phase I. Are we on the right page?

Councilmember Cowden: It is on the first page of Roads, halfway down.
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Mr. Moule: Sorry, I was on mute. Kawaihau Collector Roads
is not the “peanutabout.” That project is on the second page, the second one down. That is
where the matching funds are for the Kawaihau, Haua‘ala, Mailihuna Complete Streets
Safety Improvements project. That project has been bid and we are looking to award that
project and give the notice to proceed this week, if it has not happened already. I just came
back from vacation. That should be happening soon. It should go to construction in June.
That Collector Roads project that you mentioned, that is for Olohena Road. This is a project
very similar to what we are finishing up right now on Maluhia and Koloa Roads on the south
side. This project will be to reconstruct the pavement, resurface Olohena Road, reconstruct
pavement, as needed, as well as shoulder widening improvements to improve the usability of
that road for all users and strengthen the roadway as it has a lot of potholes. That project is
scheduled to be funded with federal funds this year with construction starting early next
year. There is a second phase that is going to handle the Olohena Road and Kukui Street
area right in Kapa‘a Town. That is a couple of years out.

Councilmember Carvalho: Okay, thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Do we have any other questions on this page. If

not, we can move on to the next page. Are there any questions for any of the projects on this
page? Councilmember Cowden.

Councilmember Cowden: The Wa‘a Road Drainage, did we decide not to do
that?

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: That is on the following page. Councilmember
DeCosta.

Councilmember DeCosta: On the Kilauea Road/Kolo Road Resurfacing

Safety Improvements. It says the Project Manager is Lee S. It resolves possible right-of-way
inconsistencies. Could you explain that to me? Is it an easement right-of-way? Do we not
own the road and they are trying to get us to maintain or pave it? Do we own the road or
jointly own the road with other landowners? Could someone explain that?

Mr. Moule: We own the existing right-of-way for Kilauea
Road. There is a segment of Kilauea Road where there is a strip of land next to the existing
pavement and is the segment from roughly Titcomb Street down to Mihi Road. It is the long
straight portion of Kilauea Road past the last subdivision. It goes past Kahili Quarry Road
and the new agricultural park there. The survey provided by the consultant that was hired
on this project hired, which was hired by Federal Highways Administration (FHWA), had the
property line at one location. Other documents that we have from local surveyors show the
property line at a different location. We are working on resolving that. Just this week there
were some E-mails about an old roadway dedication that may not have been finalized. It
came across my desk and I believe it relates to this. We believe that we have that property
that will allow us to improve that sidewalk. We still have not finalized that resolution.
Whether or not we own that strip of land, we feel comfortable enough that we will build this
project one way or another. It just sits a little better if we had that land.

Councilmember DeCosta: If we do not end up getting that right-of-way or
own that piece of property, then whoever does, do we enforce that they contribute costs to
improving that surfacing area? Or do we absorb those costs?
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Mr. Moule: If we do not own that property and we are not able
to obtain it for a low cost to the County as a dedication, then we would just avoid using that
portion of the property. It is off to the side of the existing road. It is not where the existing
road would be. It would mean that-the improved sidewalk that we intended to build would
be closer to the existing road like it is now. It would just be widened a little bit and would be
made of concrete instead of asphalt.

Councilmember DeCosta: How dangerous for the community would that be
having the sidewalk right next to the roadway?

Mr. Moule: Again, we are fairly confident that we are going to
have that property. Indeed, it would be better to have the sidewalk further away. It is still
not going to be adjacent to the road. There is still going to be some space. We are hoping for

at least five (5) or six (6) feet of space to make that more comfortable to walk or otherwise
access the area by the wildlife refuge.

Councilmember DeCosta: Do we know currently who owns that piece of
property?
Mr. Moule: I do not have that information at the top of my

head. The lot has been divided by condominium property regime (CPR) into several owners.
One or two of them are churches or people related to the churches somehow. The others are
large landowners in the area. They are not successor companies to sugar cane companies as
we usually see in other instances.

Councilmember DeCosta: Have we approached them or asked them if they
wanted to donate the land to the County to improve pedestrian safety?

Mr. Moule: If we determine that we do not currently own that
land, that is going to be our next effort, to ask that the land be donated so that we can build
the project as planned.

Councilmember DeCosta: Perfect.

Mr. Moule: It looks like there were old dedications that were
supposed to happen that maybe did not get finished. If those all get completed on a legal
basis, it will not be an issue.

Councilmember DeCosta: Okay.

Councilmember Cowden: Is that where we have the black asphalt trail right
before you get to Kauapea Road, right across the agricultural park? There is plenty of room
over there. That little asphalt trail is actually quite nice.

Mr. Moule: That is the area that we are talking about. We are
talking about trying to improve that from asphalt to concrete. That will not require as much
maintenance. What looks to be plenty of room, when we got the initial survey on this project,
that extra room did not appear to be the County’s property. We think that we may either

have it or it might just have some legal issues that need to be finalized in order for us to get
it.
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Councilmember Cowden: Okay.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions for the projects on

this page? Moving on. Councilmember Cowden.
Councilmember Cowden: The Niumalu Bridge Replacement. It says that

the inspection reported that it is in poor condition, the weight limit was downgraded, and a
steel plate was placed over the bridge. $50,000. What is that for? That is not enough to fix
that bridge. Do I have that number wrong?

Mr. Moule: There are two (2) projects listed here. There is the
$50,000 and $275,000 listed just below it.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay. For that combined amount, you can fix that
bridge?

Mr. Moule: I could not answer exactly what our current

budget is for that fix. I could not say. It is probably a little more than that, but I do not the
exact figure for that. It may be that we dedicate some G.E. funds for it. We are currently in
the design phase for this project.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay, thank you.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Next page. Councilmember Cowden, I think you
had a question on Wa‘a Road Drainage.

Councilmember Cowden: I just wanted to understand whether that was
something we decided not to address because of? I am trying to remember where Wa‘a Road
is exactly.

Mr. Moule: Wa‘a Road is a small road in Lihu‘e Town just past
the Texaco gas station on the right just past the banks. It goes down the hill and goes down
to Nawiliwili Valley. The issue there is that much of what needs to be done there involves
the old railroad crossing that is owned by Grove Farm Museum. Technically, they own the
road right-of-way as it goes over that railroad right-of-way, as the railroad preceded the road,
it sounds like. They have plans to make some changes there. It does not make sense for us
to try to address that as a separate project, but rather with them. We have been waiting for
a long time for them to get them to move on what they want to do. There has not been much
action there. This one does not appear to be imminent in need of funding.

Councilmember Cowden: Okay.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember DeCosta.
Councilmember DeCosta: I would like to talk about the Olohena Road

Improvements. I noticed under the status that it appears that we need to have some
agreements that need to be met. It appears we need to meet with KIUC on the utility pole
agreements. When we do utility pole relocations with KIUC and we are going to be doing the
capital improvements on the roadway, do we have to pay them the cost of relocating those
poles? Or do they do it because they are a community-owned entity?
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Mr. Moule: With all utilities, the first $10,000 of utility
relocations is funded by the utility company or cooperative, in this case. After that, the utility
relocation costs are split 50/50.

Councilmember DeCosta: KIUC is owned by the community members. It
would be nice if KIUC would fund the entire project to move the utility poles, instead of
putting the cost back on their members. Those are just my thoughts.

Mr. Moule: My understanding is that is related to the way the
State laws allocates how utility relocation costs should be shared. I am not that familiar with
the law. That is my understand at this time.

Councilmember DeCosta: Do we know how many poles have to be relocated?

Mr. Moule: I do not know off the top of my head. We are still
finalizing those plans. We just received the 95% plans and I think we did some changes from

the last set to reduce the number of poles to be relocated. That number has literally just
changed.

Councilmember DeCosta: Do we have a cost per pole or how much $10,000
of the initial costs that KIUC will cover will be able to pay for?

Mr. Moule: I do not have that information. I could possibly

pull up an estimate about what the total utility relocation costs would be. It would take me
some time to find it.

Councilmember DeCosta: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Council Vice Chair Chock.
Councilmember Chock: Related to the Transportation Investment

Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) Grant...I know it is closed out or complete, but is
there funding still within somewhere for maintenance as it relates to landscaping or cleanup
along Rice Street? If not, is it just incurred within our Department of Public Works’ budget?

Mr. Moule: I have to see if Troy or someone else can answer
that question. I do not get too involved in maintenance. I believe there was a landscape
maintenance period for the contract. That completed within the last month, so it is going to
be turned over to the County very soon, if not already. I do not work directly on the
maintenance side. I cannot address how that is going to be handled.

Councilmember Chock: I know it is not related, but I have been getting
some calls about the upkeep of it. For these roads, I know we had some sort of extension
planned for maintaining them. I am just curious where it ended up. Thank you.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions on this page? If

not, we will move on to the next page. If there are not questions on that page, we can move
on to the next one.

Councilmember Cowden: The Ho‘onani Road, that is where we are doing a
lot of those repairs? That is in Koloa, right?
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Mr. Moule: Yes, these Community Facilities District (CFD)
projects are the ones that are funded by the...
Councilmember Cowden: What is CFD mean?
Mzr. Moule: Community Facilities District. I believe these are

funded by a bond for Kukui‘ula. All of those projects came out of the South Kaua‘i Community
Plan.

Councilmember Cowden: Yes.

Mr. Moule: When that funding became available, we looked at
the South Kaua‘i Community Plan and identified some of the pedestrian and bicycle
improvements that were identified there. We put together three (3) concise projects from
that Plan. Those are the top three (3) listed on this page. Ho‘onani Road is the road that
goes to the Sheraton Kaua‘i. That is where “The Wall” is located between Koloa Landing and
the Sheraton Kaua‘i. We were trying to improve the walkability of that area. It is a
pedestrian project.

Councilmember Cowden: That is a nice project. It is going to get completed
or started this year?

Mzr. Moule: These projects are ones that we have not started
the design effort on them yet. They are relatively new projects. We are moving forward to
get them completed soon. Earlier this morning we talked about the vacancies that we have
in our Division. We see the “light at the end of the tunnel” in filling some of those. That will
allow us to get some of these projects moving on a faster pace.

Councilmember Cowden: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Council Vice Chair Chock.
Councilmember Chock: Biennial Bridge Inspections, can you confirm that

the bridge on the Kapa‘a Bypass Road past the Church of the Pacific, if that is a County
bridge? If so, I am curious to know if in these inspections, the rubbish, debris, or overgrowth
such as hau bush, is a part of those inspections?

Councilmember Cowden: Do you mean Crossroads Church?
Councilmember Chock: Yes, Crossroads.
Mr. Moule: The Kapa‘a Bypass is a State of Hawai‘l

Department of Transportation (HDOT) maintained route. It is not a Federal Aid route. If
the bridge is over twenty (20) feet long, it would be a Federal Aid bridge, in theory. The
State would take care of that bridge. Ifit is inspected now, it would be inspected by the State.
I will say that generally speaking, when we get our inspection reports, they have information
about whether there is vegetation that is affecting the structure of the bridge and whether
that vegetation should be cleared. I would assume that the State’s inspection reports would
have similar information. That is not our bridge, so I do not have any other information
about it. I am basing my response as to what we have for our structures.
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Councilmember Chock: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Evslin.
Councilmember Evslin: Ho‘olako Improvements, I know we defunded that

previously. I do not think we had a chance to talk about that project during the last budget

session. Could you go into a little overview of what the intent was, and whether it is still
planned for the future.

Mr. Moule: I do not know if there is someone from the Office
of the Mayor who wants to speak about that project as that project came from them.
Otherwise, I can do a summary from what I know.

Mr. Dahilig: We were in a position where we were cash-flush
prior to COVID-19. We had looked at trying to do a land swap with Grove Farm to be able
to expand the footprint of the Kaua‘i Police Department building. We also wanted to
permanently expand the baseyard for the Transportation Agency and for opening up the
zoned areas behind the Molokoa Subdivision for additional development. Where we sit right
now is that the project is not considered a priority given the financial condition of the County
right now. We have not moved forward with any additional discussion regarding that
agreement given our financial standing. It is obviously something that we would love to still
pursue in a better fiscal climate, but at this juncture, we are not in a capacity to do so at this
time to expand that area.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions on that page? If
not, we will move on to the final page for Engineering/Roads. Councilmember Cowden.

Councilmember Cowden: The Hanapepé Moi Road Sidewalk project, I am
assuming that is the part that goes up that steep hill where the houses are not located. It is
on the front end on the early part of the hill before you get to the...

Mzr. Moule: Yes, that is correct. It is a project to build a project
on Moi Road from Hanapepé Road up to Kahe Road, the first street that you come to in
Hanapépe Heights.

Councilmember Cowden: That is steep, and the children and seniors go

down that. There are chicken holes there that seem to be a problem. When will that get put
in?

Mr. Moule: That has been delayed due to our staffing
challenges. In the last month or so, we have been working with another staff member to get
those plans finalized and out to bid. We hope to be able to bid that this year.

Councilmember Cowden: Great.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember DeCosta.
Councilmember DeCosta: Thank you. The Speed Hump/Traffic Calming

Program states island wide. We have a few high priority areas. I know one is in the Kalaheo
area going up near the Kukuiolono Golf Course, but I also know that we were also in
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conversation with the Fire Department on whether those speed bumps would slow down the
rescue time of their fire trucks. Do you have an update on that? Can we go ahead with our
speed bumps and humps allocation and renovation? Do we still need to correspond with our
Fire Department to ensure we are not violating any safety regulations on response time to
get to the incident?

Mr. Moule: This money has been in here for a while as we
have a Speed Hump Ordinance. If ever someone goes through the process as outlined in that
Ordinance to get speed humps, we need to fund it through these funds. What has happened
in many cases is that the requested areas is what is called collector roads or main roads. The
current Ordinance does not allow for the construction of speed humps on collector roads. We
have drafted an ordinance change and it is being reviewed by the departments. This would
change the Ordinance to allow for that. Within that, there are discussions about those being
reviewed by Police, Fire, Planning, and other departments, so there will always be that
review. There is that review for the current speed hump program and there would be for any
new changes. We are working on that ordinance change and finalizing that to be able to send
that over to the Council later this year. That would then open the door for us to identify
different kinds of traffic calming. We tested speed humps, speed tables, and speed cushions
over by Vidinha Stadium. We have looked at those and tested them with the Fire Department
to see which one would have the least amount of delay. We are starting to figure that out
and are working on that ordinance change so that we can continue to work with the Fire
Department and allow for traffic calming on other roads such as Papalina Road, which is the
one you mentioned in Kalaheo.

Councilmember DeCosta: Thank you for that.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any final questions on this last page? If
not, we will move on to Solid Waste projects. Can I have an update on the Waste-to-Energy
project?

Mr. Dahilig: We have just completed a Professional Services
procurement evaluation and we should be on target to be able to contract that with an
engineering firm very shortly.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: What is the intent?

Mr. Dahilig: The intent for that is marrying the discussion
earlier today...we have to look at different avenues to try to reduce our waste streams or
divert. Waste-to-energy was something that had been brought up as an alternative to
potentially investigate.. While we continue to work one track on additional landfills, we
continue to look at other options of diversion. This was one option for consideration that we
wanted to investigate to try and see the feasibility of having one on this island. That is where
that money is going.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there specific items that they are looking to
put in there such as green waste, cardboard, et cetera? Is it going to be even larger items?

Mr. Dahilig: We are looking at Honolulu’s model of H-Power
and looking at that waste stream to try to mirror what they have been able to accommodate
through that method of refuse disposal. There tends to be a large percentage of the household
waste stream as compared to things like white goods and those types of items. They do a lot
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of diversion also with the green waste based off of their Charter requirements. At this time,
we are looking at the waste stream as a means to create megawatts. It obviously becomes a
balancing discussion of the more waste that is capable of being consumed, the balancing of
the costs will become a consequence of the sale to KIUC in the form of energy. We have heard
anecdotally that it may or may not be feasible. That is why this is meant to be a deeper
investigation that an alternatives analyses that have been laid out in previous in
environmental documents that have been related to landfill siting, et cetera.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Council Vice Chair Chock.

Councilmember Chock: Do you have on-hand what the procurement
amount was for this contract?

Mr. Dahilig: It was for $300,000 for an overall consulting
contract.

Councilmember Chock: The full amount?

Mr. Dahilig: That was what was budgeted as a previous capital
outlay.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember DeCosta.

Councilmember DeCosta: Did you have a conversation with KIUC already if

in case this feasibility proves successful? I know H-Power was produced to burn trash to
make energy. I was just curious as to whether KIUC would buy any of our power. There are
many solar panels on people’s homes that do not qualify for energy buyback. The grid is
overloaded right now. How would they make a deal with the County when they already have
too much power going into their grid?

Mzr. Dahilig: That is a good question. Ultimately, when we are
looking at H-Power or anything that is going to generate power...when we are looking at
anything that is coming in at a ridiculous kilowatt-hour cost, it is not going to be financially
tenable for KIUC. That is why part of this study is meant to look at the inputs, the outputs,
and what our projects kilowatt-hour cost would ultimately be charged to show whether this
is financially feasible or not. We have commitments from KIUC to at least work with us on
discussing...should the study need information or what is necessary for this to be financially
feasible for them, but it is in line with the target that waste-to-energy is a type of energy
production that is considered renewable under the energy targets set forth in State law. As
part of their portfolio, they are going to already have to move forward to one hundred percent
(100%) renewables as part of the State mandate. This at least checks off one of those boxes
in leading up to that State-mandated requirement. It is hard for us to get any type of hard
commitment from KIUC without being able to talk about the nuts and bolts of the numbers,
and that is what this study is meant to provide as information so we can talk real feasibility
rather than conceptualized feasibility at this point.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Cowden, Councilmember
Carvalho, then Councilmember Evslhin.

Councilmember Cowden: A very simple question. What is BMP? Best
Management Practice, Scott told me. Sorry, thank you.
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Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Carvalho.
Councilmember Carvalho: I wanted to follow up with the location and where
we are with that.
Mr. Dahilig: The location of the waste-to-energy project?
Councilmember Carvalho: Yes.
Mr. Dahilig: We would include that in the scope of this study,

not only the feasibility and construction costs, but it would also look at potential sites around
the island. This is not an environmental document per se, this is something to provide that
technical information as to where something like this could be or would be sited. There have
been discussions about the Green Energy facility as being a potential. That was not the
intent of the study. The intent was not to justify taking over that site.

Councilmember Carvalho: Thank you.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Evslin.
Councilmember Evslin: I am a little confused now. The description says

that it seeks to determine the feasibility of converting the Green Energy plant located near
Kahili to incinerate trash. Has the scope of it expanded to look more broadly at waste-to-
energy and not necessarily just that plant? Is that what you are saying?

Mr. Dahilig: Obviously that is a part of the discussion. Itis not
targeted for just that plant. This is not an environmental document to do that. Whereas the
development of a generic facility versus the conversion of a facility, those are items that will
be looked at in the overall scope of the inquiry. We know it is a facility on-island that can be
converted. If we were to focus the inquiry simply on buying that facility, then we would be
limiting the scope of understanding what our capabilities are or whether we actually need to
have facility that can be converted. While out of the gates that may have been the intent as
we have matured in the discussions, keeping it more generic as a cost item and looking at the
waste stream side of things and the requirements to convert that to energy, really becomes
the more valuable elements of the study.

Councilmember Evslin: I thought we had previous studies looking at that.
I do not have that information in front of me. I take it that there has not been a study doing
exactly this?

Mr. Dabhilig: For example, when we had Integrated Solid Waste
Management studies put together that are required by State law, there are surficial studies
that look at that, as well as alternative analyses for the landfill. In this particular
circumstance, getting to that granular understanding of what it would take to do so, along
the line of inquiry as to what Councilmember DeCosta was asking, becomes more of the hard
discussion points and data we can bring to the table with KIUC. If we do not have anyone
that is going to accept the energy, we are not going to go anywhere. We have to be able to
sell KIUC on the idea or say that this is not going to make any sense.
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Councilmember Evslin: Is part of the scope of the study looking at...I know
you are saying it is bigger than just the Green Energy plant...that in theory, you could have
a boiler burning green energy and our solid waste stream, so we do not get stuck in the same

place that other municipalities have had with minimum feed stocks that they cannot
maintain with solid waste alone?

Mr. Dahilig: That is exactly the concern that we need to
confirm based off of the tonnage that we are producing on top of the fact that we have a
feedback loop with Green Energy that actually grows stuff to burn. We want to find out
whether that can stand alone as a municipal solid waste (MSW) only type of setup. I think
early indications have indicated possibly not, that we would need to have supplemental
material to either burn or support just MSW only, but that also behooves the discussion that
technology has changed quite a bit over the past few years and part of this inquiry is to see
whether a scaled down version of H-Power could financially work.

Councilmember Evslin: I believe when you were talking about H-Power
you mentioned that they have diversion efforts associated with H-Power. Are there any parts
of the study that look at what those diversion efforts could look like on Kaua‘i as it is
associated with a waste-to-energy plant?

Mr. Dahilig: There was one part of the question that I missed
that might be relative to the question you asked. Is it whether it is diversion overall or
diversion specific to H-Power. I just want to clarify.

Councilmember Evslin: Diversion as it would be associated with a
waste-to-energy plant or both. Is it looking at diversion overall? I am assuming it was not.
Will there be an aspect associated with diversion as it relates to waste-to-energy?

Mr. Dahilig: I think it is two-fold. We are not going to stop
pursuing diversion efforts as it comes to more enhanced recycling and those efforts. Allison
and Ben have educated us time and time again internally about the value of making
investments in things like construction recycling, clothes recycling, et cetera. If we only
pursue waste-to-energy as a diversion or total waste management solutions versus looking
at these other aspects. The timeline for us on landfill airspace remains static. Our goal here
is to keep trying to expand our event horizon whether by diversion or through a total new
waste solution. That is our goal. A landfill will always be pushed, but we have to look at
other options to not only be stuck with only one track to try and find solutions here. We are
going to continue to look at diversion in other means that will continue to be pursued. The

waste-to-energy track is looked at both in the diversion light, but also as a total waste
solution, if that makes sense.

Councilmember Evslin: Yes, sort of. Thank you.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions on the
waste-to-energy line item? If not, Council Vice Chair Chock.

Councilmember Chock: I have a clarification on the NPDES Compliance
line items. It looks to me that we are transferring approximately $200,000 out of that project.

It says that we are moving it to a new CIP project. I wanted to get some clarity on that and
where we were moving it to.
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Mr. Tanigawa: Which line item were you looking at?
Councilmember Chock: The third from the top. There are two (2) NPDES
Compliance items. The first one under Solid Waste projects.
Mr. Tanigawa: Let me get to that. I was looking at a different
sheet, if you could just bear with me.
Councilmember DeCosta: It is project number W13010.
Councilmember Chock: It is related to the transfer stations, correct?
Mr. Tanigawa: Yes.
_ Mr. Lord: This is for the BMP project for the transfer
stations:
Councilmember Chock: It will stay in the budget for the transfer stations?
Mr. Lord: It will, yes.
Councilmember Chock: Okay, thank you.
Mr. Tresler: I know there was a line item for it and for that

project we have SRF loans for the majority of the funding. That funding is to address the
non-refundable portion of that project. Those are tasks that SRF loans cannot fund. They
can only fund certain parts of our project.

Councilmember Chock: Okay.

Ms. Fraley: I can address the items that are not covered by the
SRF loans. Those are utility clearance and relocation, new sheds, office spaces and
restrooms, emergency eyewash stations, backflow preventers, water meters, plumbing, and
piping for restrooms and septic tanks. This is a huge project, but those particular items were
not eligible for funding under the SRF loans.

Councilmember Chock: Thank you.
Ms. Fraley: It is split out into two (2) fiscal years.
Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any further questions regarding the

projects in the Solid Waste Division? If not, we will move on to Wastewater projects. Are
there any questions for the Wastewater projects? There are only three (3) funded projects on
the first page. If not, we will move to the next page. We can move on to the final page or any
questions for Wastewater projects. Councilmember Cowden.

Councilmember Cowden: It looks like quite a bit of these projects are
on-hold.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: I will go to Councilmember DeCosta.
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Councilmember DeCosta: I do not see the project in here, but it is a
community idea that they would like to come to fruition. I think it came from the Kilauea
community, and they had asked if they could have their own sewer treatment plant out there.
Did we put much energy, time, or resources into that idea?

Mr. Kagimoto: We have not funded that project in this budget.
As much as I understood, that was going to be a community project that would be a privately
operated plant. I have not received any interest that it would be something that the County
would be involved in. I do not really know too much about that project.

Councilmember DeCosta: I know it was a big concern and it is great when
the community comes together to try and solve their own problems.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any other questions for the Wastewater
Division? That is our last item for today.

Councilmember Cowden: Thank you for all the work that you do.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Councilmember Evslin.

Councilmember Evslin: For the Waimea WWTP R-1, is that $55,000

through the CIP...all the rest of the funding is coming through the SRF?

Mr. Kagimoto: I am not sure what that $55,000 would be put
towards, but basically the construction itself is SRF-funded. That was just some remnant
money from an old CIP project that we brought over in the event that we need money for a
change order or something like that.

Councilmember Evslin: If we are looking for some moneys for a
wastewater master plan study, that might be a good place to look?

Mr. Kagimoto: We would probably need more than that.

Councilmember Evslin: It would be a start.

Committee Chair Kaneshiro: Are there any other questions for Wasterwater? If

not, good job today. At this time, I would like to recess the Departmental Budget Reviews.

We will convene at 9:00 a.m. tomorrow, March 30, 2021 where we will be reviewing the CIP
budget for all other departments.

There being no objections, the meeting recessed at 2:58 p.m.



